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Gary Poarman Sr

One Hornsby Drive , Marlton, NJ 08053-1927

November 1, 2005 5:42 PM

Representative Jim Saxton

U.S. House of Representatives
2217 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Saxton:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' {FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zerc minutes of long distance a
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which T am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their.website, including links to FCC information. While T am aware
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure T am charged fairly. If the FCC goes o a numbers
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the
FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue o spread the word te my community. I
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could
disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

&ary Poorman Sr
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Annette Chate]
I
20 S Commercial St , Leipsic, OH 45856

November 2, 2005 7:24 AM

Senator Mike DeWine

U1.S. Senate

140 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0041

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Unmversal Service CC Dockel 96-45

Dear Senator DeWine:

[ have serious concemns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USH) collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacied by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as somcone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wiscly should not be penalized for doing so.

A lat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume 1o low-volume usess is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the TSF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While 1 am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along’ these [ees (o their enstomers, the reality is that they
do. Asaconsumer I would like ensure [ am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change o a lat
lee system soon and without legislation.

Fwill continue 1o monitor developments on the issue and continue 1o spread the word to my community. I request
you pass along my concems to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
allect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Annetic Chatel
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The Federal Communications Comimission



Sherry Bradl
A
321 Conaway Road , Bloomingdale, GA 31302-9204

November 2, 2005 8:20 AM

Representative John Barrow

L1.5. House of Representatives

226 Cannon House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Barrow:

I have serous concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commussions' {FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (TISF) collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of vour constituents, including me, my rends,
{amily and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more info the system.  If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zere minutes of long distance a month.
Conslituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-come residential and rural consumers, (o give up their phones duc to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume (o low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the TSI issue with monthly
newsletters and up 1o date information on their website, including links to FCC information.  While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer [ would like ensure 1 am charged [airly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my scrvice will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans (o change to a flal
tee systern soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monilor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. T requesl
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
allect those in your constitucncy.

Thank you [or your continued work and I look forward (o hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Sherry Bradl

[ 414N
T'he Federal Communications Commission
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melinda Cairns FCC - MAILROOM

705 § Ash , McPherson, KS 67460

November 2, 2005 7:04 AM

Representative Jerry Moran

U.S. House of Representatives
2443 Ravburn House Office Bldg.
Woashington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-44

Dear Representative Moran:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USP collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you kunow, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Conslituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A Hat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up (heir phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifiing the funding burden of the USF from high volume (o low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issuc with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.  While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies (o recover, or "pass along” tiese lees 1o their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure 1 am charged fairly. Tf the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
{ce systern soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the 1ssue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request

you pass along my concemns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat [ee tax could disproportionately
aflect those in your constituency.

‘I'’hank you lor your continued work and [ look forward (o hearing about your position on this maiter.
Smcercly,
melinda Canns

[ 4
The Federal Communications Commission
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110 Maplg 8t . Clear bake, Wi 34005-3449

Hovember 2, 2005 2:04 €M

Representative Pave Obey

U.&. House of Representatives

2514 Rayburn Housg Office Building
Washington, DC 20313-0001

Subjeet: Re: Federal-statg Joint Board on Universal dervicg CC Boeket 96-45

Pear Represgntative Obey:

| have sgricus concegrns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to changg the Universal
Servieg Fund (UST) eollgetion method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constitugnts, inciuding me, my frignds, family
and neighbors, will be negatively impaeted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

HAs gou know, USF is eurrgntly eollgeted on a rgvendg basis. Peoplg who usg morg pay morg into the system.  [f the
FCC changges that system fo & flat fge, that means that somgong who usgs ong thousand minutgs & month of long
distanee, pays the same amount into thg fund as someone who usgs 2¢ro mindtes of long distaneg & month.
Constitugnts who usg their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing sc.

74 flal feg tax could causeg many tow-volume long distancg users, like students, pregpaid wirglgss users, senior citizens
and low-incomg rgsidential and rural consumers, to give up their phongs dug to unaffordable monthly inergases on
their bills. #hifting the funding burden of the UST from high volumg to low-volume usgrs is radical and unngegssary. In
addition, it would have & highly detrimental gffeet on small busingsses all across fAmerica.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which 1 am & member, kegps mg informed about the UST {ssug with monthly newslgttgrs
and dp to datg information on their website, including links to FCOC information.  Whilg | am awarg that federal law dogs
not requirg companigs to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. s &
consumgr | would like gnsurg [ am charged fairly. [f the FCC gogs (o a numbgers laxed, my servieg will eost more, find
aceording to the Coalition's rgegnt meetings with top FOC officials, the FCC has plans 1o changg to a flat feg system
soon and without iegislation.

| will continug to monitor dgvelopments on the issug and continug 1o spread the word to my eommunity. [ request gou
pass along my conegrns to thg PCC on my behalf, lgiting them know how a flat fee tax could digsproportionalely affect
thosg in your eonslitugney.

Thank you for gour eontinugd work and 1 look forward 10 hgaring aboul gour position on this matler.

dinegrely,

Parleng Brigsemeister

e
The Federal Communications Commission
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james vandzﬂord e

itra braly drive , summerville, $C 29485
Hovember 2, 2005  4:12 AM

Senator Jim Demint

U. &. Senate

340 Russell dgnatg Officg Building
Washington, DC 20310-0001

Subject: Re: Pederal-State Joint Board on Universal dgrviee CC Poeket 96-45

Pear sgnator Pemint:

[ have sgrious coneerna regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position 10 echangde the Universal
Service Fund ((UST) eollgetion mgthed (o a monthly flal fee. Many of gour econslitugnts, including me, my frignds. family
and ngighbors, will bg nggetively impaeted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

s you Rnow, USF is currently eollgeted on a rgvenug basis. Peoplg who usg morg pay more into thg system.  If the
FCC changes that system 1o a flat fze, that means that someone who uses ong thousand minutes & month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zgro minutgs of long distancg a month.
Conslitugnts who use their limited regouregs wisgly should not be penalized for doing so.

A {lat fge tax could cause many low-volumg long distancg users, like students, prepaid wirgless users, sgnior citizens
and low-ineome residgntial and raral consumers, to dive up their phones dug to anaffordablg monthly inergasgs on
their bills. &hifting the funding burdgn of the UST from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unngegssary. n
addilion, il would havg a highly detrimental effeet on small busingsses all across Ameriea.

The Reep UST Fair Coalition, of which | am & member, kegps me informed about the UST issug with monthly ngwsleilers
and up 1o date information on their websitg, ineluding links to FCC information. While | am awarg that federal law dogs
not requirg companige to reeover, or "pass along” theee fees (o their customers, the reality is that they do. fs a
consumer | would likg gnsure | am charged fairly. If the FCC goes 10 a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. find
according to the Coslition's rgegnt meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has pians to change to a flat fee system
soon and without legislation.

[ will continug to monitor developments on the issug and continug to spread the word to my community. | request you
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, Ietting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affeel
those in your eonstitugney.

Thank you for gour eontinugd work and 1 lcok forward to hgaring about your position on this matier.

dinegrely,

jamgs vandgriord

ee:
The Pederal Commmication& Commission



Jjamgs O. Turngr .
2980 West Crestvigw Prive , Preseott, @& 86305-7008

Hovgmber 2, 2005 2:59 M

Representative Rick Renzi

.8, House of Representatives

418 Cannon Housg Office Building
Washington, BC 20515-0001

Subjget: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal $grvieg CC Pocket 96-45

Pear Represeniative Renzi:

| have sgrious eonegrns regarding the Pederal Communieations Commissions' (FCC) position to ehange the Universal
Servieg Pund (UST) eollgetion method to a monthly flat fee. Mang of gour constitugnts, including mg, my friends, family
and ngighbors, will bg nggatively impaeted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC

s you know, UdF is ecurrgntly eollgeted on a revgnue basis. Peoplg who use morg pay morg info the systgm. If the
FCC changes that system 1o & flat fee, that means that someong who uses ong thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays thg samg amount into the fund as someong who usgs z¢ro minutes of long distaneg & month.,
Constitugnts who usg their limited resourees wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

 fiat feg tax could eausg many low-volume long distance users, like studgnts, prepaid wirglgss users, senior citizgns
and low-incomg residential and rural consumgrs, to give up their phongs due to unaffordable monthly inergases on
their bills. $hifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume 1o low-volumg users is radieal and unmecessary. [n
addition, it would have a highly detrimental gffect on amall busingsses all across America.

The Keep UST Tair Coalition, of which | am a member, Kegps me informed aboat the UST issue with monthly newsletigrs
and up 10 date information on their websitg, ineluding links to FCC information. Whilg | am awarg that fedgral law dogs
not requirg companigs to rgeover, or "pass alond” these fees to their customers, the reality is thal they do. s a
congumer [ would likg gnsurg | am charged fairly. If the FCC gogs 10 & numbers taxed, my sgrvice will cost more. fnd
aceording Lo the Coalilion's rgegnt megtings with top PCC officials, the FCC has plans to change 1o & flat feg sysiem
soon and without lggislation,

I will eontinug 10 monitor degvelopments on the issug and continug to spread the word to my ecommaunily, | request you
pass along my eonegrns to the FCC on my bghalf, lgtting thgm know how & flat fee tax eould disproportionately affeet
thosg in gour econstitugney.

Thank you for your eontinugd work and | look forward 1o hearing about gour position on this matier.

Sinegrely,

James O. Turngy

ce:
The Tederal Communications Commission
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7225 Country Life Acres , Cedar Hill, MO 63016

November 1, 2005 5:42 PM

Representative Russ Carnahan

U.S. House of Representatives

1232 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-G001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Carnahan:

T have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position fo change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a
menth. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly
increases on their bills, Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is
radical and unnecessary, In addition, it would have o highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While T am aware
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure T am charged fairly. If the FCC goes 1o a numbers
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the
FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could
disproporticnately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and T look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Dale White

cc!
The Federal Communications Commission
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Movember 2, 2005 12:25 M

Senator Maria Cantweil

U.8. 3enate

717 Hart Sgnate Office Building
Washington, C 20510-0001

subjget: Re: Pederal-state Joint Board on Universal $ervieg CCPocket 96-45

Pear dgnalor Cantwell:

| have sgrious conegrns regarding the Federal Communieations Commigsions' (FCC) position to ehange the Universal
agrvieg Fund (UST) eollgetion method to a monthly fiat fee. Many of gour conslitugnts, inctuding me, my frignds, family
and neighbors, will bg negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

1is gou know, UST is currently eolizgeled on & rgvenag besis. Peopig who use morg pay moreg imo the system.  [f the
FCC ehanges that system to & flat fge, that megans that somgong who uses ong thousand minaigs & month of long
distaneg, pays thg samg amount into the fund as somgong who usgs z¢ro minutegs of long distaneg a month.
Constitugnls who usg Iheir limited resouregs wisgly should not bg penalized for doing so.

 flat fez tax cculd cause mang low-volume long distence usgrs, like students, prepaid wirgless users, sgnior eilizens
and low-income residgntial and rural consumers, to give up their phongs dug to unaffordablg monthly inergasegs on
their bills. $hifting the funding burden of the UST from high volume lo low-volume users is radieal and unngegssary. In
addition, it would have a highly deirimental gffeet on small busingssgs ail across America.

Tng Reep UST Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, Regps me informed about the UST issug with monthly ngwslellers
and up o date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While | am aware that federal law dogs
nol require companies 10 reeover, or "pass along” these fees (o their customers, the reality is that they do. s &
consumer | would like ¢nsurg | am charged fairly. If the FCC gogs to a numbers taxed, my servieg will cost morg. fnd
aceording to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the PCC has pians to change (o a flat fee system
so0n and without lggislation,

1 will eontinug to monitor developments on the issug and continug to spread the word 1o my eommunily. | request gou
pass along my coneerns 1o the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a fiat fze tax eould disproportionately affeet
those in your constitugney.

Thank you for gour eontinugd work and | look forward 1o hearing about gour position on this matter.
dinegrely,
Joanma Martin

e
The Pederal Commanications Commission
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Tracy &choolinﬁ
206 W 5TH , Red Oak, I 51566-2152

NMovegmber 2, 2005 1:53 1M

Sgnator Chucek Grassley

{1.3. dgnate

135 Hart d¢gnate Officg Building
Washington, PC 20510-0001

dubjeet: Re: Pederal-state Joint Board on Universal Servieg CC Pocket 98-45

Dear Senator Grassley:

1 have sgrious conegrns regarding the Federal Communieations Commissions' (FCC) position 1o changg the Universal
Bervieg Fund (USF) eollgetion method 10 a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constitugnts, ineluding me, my frignds, family
and ngighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

s you know, UST is curregnily collgeted on a revgnug basis. People who usg morg payg morg into the sysiem. [ the
FCC changes that system to a flat fge, thal means that someong who usgs ong thousand minutgs a month of long
distaneg, pags the samg amount inte the fund as somegong who usgs zgro minutes of long distaneg a month.
Conslitugnts who usg their limitgd rggourees wisgly should not bg pgnalizgd for doing =o.

T flat fee tax could ecause many low-volume long disiance users, like students, prepaid wirgless users, sgnior cilizens
and low-incomge residegntial and raral consumers, to give up their phones dug 1o unaffordablg monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volumg to low-volume users is radical and unngegssary. In
addition, it would have a highly detrimental gffect on small busingsses all across America.

The Kegp UST Fair Coslition, of which [ am a megmber, Reeps me informed about thg USF issue with monthly newslettprs
and up to datg information on their wgbsite, ineluding links to FCC information. While | am awarg that federal law dogs
not require companigs o recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. s a
eonsumer [ would like gnsure | am eharged fairly. If the FCC gogs 10 a numbers 1axed, my servicg will cost morg, @nd
aceording 1o the Coslition's reeent meetings with top PCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system
soon and without Iggislation.

[ will eontinug to monitor dgvelopments on the issug and continug to spread the word 1o my eommunily. 1 request gou
pass along my conegrns to thg FTC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax ecould disproportionately affeet
those in your constitugney.

Thank gou for gour eontinugd work and | look forward 1o hearing about gour position on this matigr,
Sineerely,
Tracy Schooling

[0
The Pederal Communications Commission
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James Moorg

e

710 Fijth Avenug , Ford City, PA 16226-1107
Hovgmber 2, 2005 12:13 {1M

Representative John Murtha

U.8. Housg of Representatives
2423 Raygburn House Office Bldg.
Washington, ®C 20513-0001

Subjeet: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Servieg CC Pocket 96-45

Pear Represeniative Murtha:

1 have sgrious eoncgrns regarding the Fedgral Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position 1o change the Universal
Serviee Fund (USF) cotlgetion method to a monthly flal fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my frignds, family
and neighbors, will be negatively impaeled by the unfair ehangg proposed by the FTC.

s you know, UST is eurrently eollgeted on a regvende basis. Peoplg who usg morg pay morg inlo the system. If the
FCC changes that aystem Lo a flat fee, that mgans that someong who usgs ong thousand minutegs a month of iong
distance, pays thg same amount into the fund as somgong who usgs zgro minutes of long distaneg a month,
Constitugnts who usg their limited resourcgs wisgly should not bg penalized for doing so.

4 flat fee tax could cause many low-volumg long distance users, like students, prepaid wirglgss usgrs, senior eitizens
and low-inecome residgntial and rural consumers, to give up their phones dug 1o unaffordablg monthly increases on
their bills. $hifting the funding burdgn of the UST from high volume to low-volume asers is radieal and unngegssary. o
addition, it would have a highly detrimental gffect on small busingsses all across {Amgrica.

The Reep UST Fair Coalition, of which [ am & mgmber, Reeps me informed about thg UST issue with monthly ngwsletiers
and up (o date information on their wgbsite, including links to FCC information. Whilg | am awarg that federal law dogs
not requirg companigs to recover, or “pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. Tis a
consumer | would like gnsure 1 am charged fairly. [f the TCC goes to & numbers taxed, my sgrvieg will cost morg. 6nd
according to theg Coalition's recegnt megtings with top PCC officials, the PCC has plans to changg (o a {lat fee system
soon and withoul lggislalion,

1 will continug to monitor devglopments on the issug and continue 1o spread the word to my communily. | request you
pass along my eonegrns 1o the FCC on my behalf, 12iting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affecl
thoseg in your eonslitugney.

Thank god for gour eonlinugd work and I look forward o hgaring about your position on (his malier.

dineergly,

James Moorg

ce
The Federal Communications Commission
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[n&r‘a Foland

3400 West Chester Pike fpt (08C, Hewlown $quare, P 19073

Hovember 2, 2005 5:44 M

Senator Arlgn Speeter

(.5, $enate

711 Hart Senate Offieg Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subjget: Re: Federal-dlatg Joint Board on Universal egrvieg CC Docket 96-45

Pear Senator pecier:

| have sgrious eoncerns redarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to changg the Universal
Serviee Fund ([UsF) eollgetion method to a monthly flal fee. Many of your constitugnts, including me. my frignds. famiiy
and ngighbors, will bg negatively impacted by the unfair ehange proposed by the FCC.

Us you know, UST is currently eollgeted on a revenue basis. People who Usg more payg morg into the system. | the
FCC changes that sgstem to & flat fee, that means that someong who uses ong thousand minates & month of long
distancg, pays the samg amount into the fund as someong who uses zero minutgs of long distaneg a month.
Constitugnts who usg their limited resouregs wisely should not bg penalized for doing so.

A flat feg 1ax could eause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wirgless users, sgnior citizens
and low-income residential and raral consumers, to give up their phongs dug to unaffordable monthiy inergases on
their bills. ®hifting the funding burden of thg U$T from high volume to low-volumg users is radical and unngegssary. In
addition, it would have a highly detrimental gffect on small busingsses all across America.

The Keep UST Fair Coalition, of which | am & member, kegps me informed aboul the USF issug with monthly ngwsletigrs
and up lo datg information on their website, including links to PCC information. Whilg | am awarg that federal {aw dogs
not r¢quire companigs to reeovgr, or "pass along” these fegs 1o their customers, the reality is that thgy do. s a
ecnsumer | would likg gnsure | am eharged fairly. If thg FCC gogs 1o a numbers taxed, my service will cost morg. ¢Ind
according to the Coslition's reegnt meetings with 1op TCC officials, the FCC has plans to change 10 a flat f¢¢ system
soon and without legislation.

! will continug to monitor developments on the issug and continug to spread the word to my community. | reques! gou
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them Know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affeet
those in gour constitugney.

Thank you for gour eontinugd work and [ look forward 1o hearing about gour position on this matler.

dinegrely,

[ngra Foland

(MG
The Federal Communicalions Commission




RECEIVED & INSPECTED
JAN g @ 2008

Wanda Golding FCC -LMAILROOM

260 Moshannon Street 260 Moshannon Streel, Philipsburg, PA 16866

November 2, 2005 7:35 AM

Representative John Peterson
11.8. House of Representatives
123 Canmon House Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 2057 7

Subjcct: Re: Fea _ goint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-15

Dear chresentatiﬁe Peterson:

1 have sericas concerns regarding the Federal Communications Compissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Tund (USF} collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, mcluding me, my friends,
tamily and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USEF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more nto the system. It the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for deing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, Lo give up their phones duc 10 unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
Iir addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Cealition, of which [ am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their websile, including links (o FCC information.  While [ am aware that
lederal law does nol require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality 1s that they
do. As a consumer 1 would like ensure 1 am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according (o the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change (o a Hat
lee system soon and without legislation.

[ will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue (o spread the word (o my conununity. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behall, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward (o hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Wanda Golding

o
"I'he Federal Communications Commission




RECEIVED & INSPECTED

JAN g @ 2006

5635 kenwood , Kansas City, MO 64110

November 2, 2005 7:53 AM

Senator Jim Talent

LS. Senate

493 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, 1DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-Siate Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Talent:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position o change the Uversal
Service Fund (UUSE) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including mc, my [mends,
lamily and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system.  [I'the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distauce, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a mounth.
Consutuents who use their lirnited resources wisely should not be penalized lor doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the UISF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, 1t would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which [ am a member, keeps me mformed about the USY 1ssue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.  While 1 am aware tliat
federal law does not require comparies to recover, or "pass along” these [ecs (o their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure | am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC oflicials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
lee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my cormmunity. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a llat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and [ look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincercly,
Ted Sullivan

[ 4

The Federal Communications Commission



RECEVED & INSPECTED
JAN 9 @ 2006

ECC - MAILROOM
s

Pavid sowe -

155 Chestua Road , Madisonville, TH 37354

November 2, 2005 5:08 1IM

Representative John Puncan

U.8. Housg of Representatives
2267 Rayburn House Office Bldg.
Washington, PC 205313-0001

Subijget: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Servieg CC Pocket 96-45

Pear Representative Punean:

[ have serious conegrns rggarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to ehangg the Universal
Servieg Fund ((I8T) eollgetion method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constitugnts, including me, my frignds, family
and ngighbors, will bg neggativgly impacted by the unfair changg proposed by the FCC.

s you know, UST is currently eolleeted on a revenue basis. People who usg more pay morg into the system. 1f the
FCC changes thal syslem to a flat feg, that means that somgong who uses ong thousand minutgs a month of long
distance, pags thg samg amount into the fund as someong who uses zero minutgs of long distancg & month.
Constitugnls who use their limited resourees wisgly should not be penalized for doing so.

1 flat feg tax could cause many low-volume long distanceg users, likeg studgnts, prepaid wirglgss users, sgnior cilizens
and low-incomg rgsidential and rural consumgrs, 10 give up their phongs dug to unaffordablg monthly inergases on
their bills. $hifting the funding burden of the UST from high volume to low-volume users is radieal and unngeegssary. In
addition, it would havg & highly detrimental gffect on small busingsaes all across fImerica.

The Keep UST Fair Coalilion, of which | am a member, Rgeps mg informed about the USF issug with monthly newsletigrs
and up to datg information on their website, including links to PCC information.  Whilg | am aware that federal law dogs
nol requirg companigs 10 rgcover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. g a
consumer | would likg gnsure | am charged fairly. 1] the FCC gogs (o a numbers laxed, my sgrvieg will cost more. fnd
aceording to the Coalition's reegnt megtings with top FOC officials, the PCOC has plans (o change (o a flat fgg sysiem
soon and without legislation.

1 will ecntinue to monitor dgvglopments on the issug and eontinug to apread the word 1o mg community. | reguest you
pass along my eonegrns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax eould dispropertionately affect
those in your eonstitugney.

Thank you for gour eontinugd work and [ ook forward to hgaring about your position on this matigr,

dinegrely,

David bowe

ce:
The Pederal Communications Commission



RECEIVED & INSPECTED
JAN g @ 2006

Ourania Theocharides gé - MAILROOM

106 liberty Streel , Dover, NJ 07801

November 2, 2005 8:16 AM

Senator Frank Lautenberg

11.8. Senate

324 Hart Senate Oflice Building
Washington, [DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-15

Dear Senator Lautenberg:

I have sericus concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USH collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system.  [I'the
FCC changes that system (o a [lat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes ol long distance a monih.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long dist;mcc/ users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior cifizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phoenes due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USE Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to daie information on their website, including links to FCC mlormation.  While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality 1s that ihey
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. Il the FCC goes (0 a numbers laxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change (o a flat
lee system soon and without legislation.

1 will continue (o monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. | request
you pass along my concems to the FCC on my behall, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionaicly
allect those in your constituency.

Thank you lor your continued work and I look [orward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Ouramia Theocharides

(&
The Federal Communications Commission



AECENED & INSPECTED |
JAN g g 2006

Mary Crabb e — | ECC-MAILROOM |

1799 Gainard &t. , Cresegnt CGity, G 93531

Movember 2, 2005 2:30 1M

Senator Pianne Feinstein

.. 3gnatg

351 Hart denate Office Building
Washindton, PC 20510-0001

Subjeetl: Re: Fedgral-dtate Joint Board on {Universal $ervieg CC Pockel 96-45

Pear Sgnalor Feinstgin:

I have serious eoneerns rggarding the Fedegral Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to changg the Univegrsal
Servieg Fund (USTF) collgetion method to & monthly flat fee. Many of your constitugnts, including me, my frignds, family
and ngighbors, will bg negatively impaeted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

s you know, UsTt is currently eollgcted on a revenug basis. People who usg morg pay morg into the syslgm. I thg
FCC changes Ihat system (o a flat fee, hal means that somgong who usgs ong thousand minuigs a month of long
distaneg, pays the samg amount into the fund as someong who uses zgro minutes of long distance a month.
Constitugnts who usg their limited resouregs wisgly should not be penalized jor doing so.

¢ {lat fee tax could cause many low-velume long distanceg users, likg students, prepaid wirgless users, sgnior citizens
and low-inecomg residential and raral consumers, to give up their phongs due lo unaffordablg monthly inereases on
their bills. ®hifting the funding burden of the UST from high volume to low-volume usgrs is radieal and unngegssary. [n
addition, it would have a highly detrimental gffzet on small bugingsses all across fimerica.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of whieh | am & member, kegps me informed abou! the UST issug with monthly newsletlgrs
and up 1o date information on their websitg, including links to FCC informalion. Whilg 1 am awarg that federal {aw dogs
not requirg companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees 1o their customers, the reality is that they do. Hs a
consumer | would like gnsure 1 am eharged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my sgrviee will cost more. ¢nd
according to theg Coalition's reeent meelings with top FCC officials, the PCC has plans to chande to a [lal [¢e system
soon and without lggislation.

I will continug to moniter dgvelopments on the issug and continug to spread the word to my community. | requgst gou

pass along my eonegrns to thg FCC on my bghalf, letting thgm Know how a flat fee tax could dispropartionately affest
thosg in gour constitugney.

Thank gou for gour continugd work and 1 look forward to hearing about your position on this matier.
dinegrely,
Mary Crabb

[cien
The Federal Commuanications Commission



RECEIVED & INSPECTED
JAN g g 2006

FCC - MAILROOM

John ‘Handachg
L R R

7037 Pudlgy Prive . Arvada, CO 80004-1743

Hovember 2, 2005 12:13 AM

Representative Bob Beauprez

8. House of Representatives
504 Cannon House Offiee Building
Wasghington, PC 20515-0001

Subjeet: Re: Pederal-State Joint Board on Universal Servieg CC Pockel 56-45

Pear Representative Brauprez:

[ have serious concerns rggarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to ehangg (he Universal
Servieg Fund (USF) eollgetion method to & monthly fiat fze. Many of your constitugnts, including me, my frignds, family
and nezighbors, will bg nggetively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

Hs you know, UsF is currently eollgeled on & revenug basis. People who use morg pay more into the systgm. i the
FOC ehanggs that sgstem to a fiat fee, that means that someoneg who uses ong thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the samg amount into thg fund as somgong who usgs zgro minutegs of long distancg a month.
Constitugnts who use their limited resouregs wisgly should not bg penalized for doing sc.

 flat feg tax could causeg many low-volume long distaneg users, like students, prepaid wirglgss users, sgnior citizens
and low-ineome residgntial and rural consumers, to give ap their phones dug to unaffordablg monthly increases on
their bills. 8hifting the funding burden of the UST from high volumg to low-volume usgrs is radical and unngegssary. In
addition, it would have a highly detrimental gffeet on small busingssgs all across America.

Thi Keep UST Tair Coslition, of which | am a mgmber, Regps me informed about the UsT issug wilh monthly newslellers
and up lo datg information on their wegbsite, ineluding links to FCC information. While 1 am aware that federal law dogs
not rgquire companigs 10 regeover, or "pass along” these fees 1o their customers, the reality is that they do. (s a
consumer [ would likg gnsurg | am charged fairly. If the FCC goes 1o a numbers taxed, my sgrvieg will cost morg, ind
aceording to thg Coalition's reegnt megtings with top FCC officials, thg FCC has plans to change to a flat fee sysiem
soon and without lggislation.

I will eonfinue to menitor dgvelopments on 1he igsue and continug 1o spread the word to my ecommunity. | request gou
pass along my eonegrns to the FCC on my behalf, lgiting them Know how a flat fee tax could disproportionalely affeet
thosg in your eonstitugney.

Thank gou for your eontinugd work and | [ook forward to hearing aboui goudr position on this matigr,

dineerely,

John Handsehy

CC:
The Pederal Communieations Commission



RECEIVED & INSPECTED
JAN 9 & 2006

Kenngthlones o e - mEGCLMAILROGM

621 M& 127th fdvenue , Vaneouver, W 98684-0828
November 2, 2005 12:10 M

Senator Patly Murray

3. egnalg

175 Russgll Senate Officg Building
Wasghington, $C 20510-000t

Subiget: Re: Federal-Statg Joint Board on Universal Serviee CC Pocket 96-45

Pear Sgnator Marray:

| have sgrious eoncgrns regarding the Tederal Communications Commissions' {(FCC) position 1o changg thg Universal
Servicg Fund (UST) ecligetion methed to & monthly flat fee. Many of your eonstitugnts, including mg, my frignds, family
and ngighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

s you know, UST is currgntlyg collgeted on a revenug basis. Pgople who use morg pag morg into the system. 1f thg
FUC changes that system to a flat feg, that means that somgong who usgs ong thousand minutgs a month of long
distance, pays thg samg amount into the fund as somegong who uses zgro minutes of long distance & month.
Conslitugnts who usg their limited resouregs wisgly should not be penalized for deing so.

 flat fge 1ax could causg many low-volume long distancg usgrs, 1ike sludents, prepaid wirgless usgrs, senior citizens
and low-incomg residential and rural consumers, to give up their phongs dug to unaffordablg monthly inereasegs on
their bills. $hijting the funding burden of the USF from high volumeg to low-volumg users is radical and unngegssary. n
addition, it would have a highly delrimental ¢ffeel on small busingsses all across fmerica.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which [ am & mgmber, keggps me informed about the USF issue with monthly ngwslgligrs
and up to datg information on their website, including links to FCC information. While [ am awarg thal [gderal law does
nol requirg companiegs to rgeover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. s &
consumer t would likg gnsurg | am charged fairly. if the FCC goes to & numbers 1axed, my servieg will cost morg. fnd
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with lop FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change 1o a flat fee system
soon and without lggislation.

I will eontinug to menitor degvelopments on the issug and eontinug to spread the word to my community. [ request god
pass along my eoneegrns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flal feg tax eculd dispreportionately affget
thosg in your conslitugney.

Thank gou for gour eontinugd work and 1 look forward to hgaring about your positicn on this mattgr.

dincegrely,

Kenneth Jongs

ce: _ ‘
The Federal Communieations Commission



AECEVED & INSPECTED

Jamgs Borehik FCC - MAlLROOM '

9466 Pendergast Rd. , Phognix, NY 13135

Hovember 2, 2003 1:30 11

Senator Hillary Clinton

U.8. $enate

476 Russell gnate Officg Building
Washington, ®C 20510-0001

Subijgel: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal dervieg CC Pocket 9645

Pear senator Clinton:

1 have sgrious conegrns regarding the Federal Commuaniesations Commigsions' (FCG) pogition 1o changge thg Universal
Servieg Fund ((U8F) ecllzetion method 1o a monthly flat fee.  Many of gour constiluents, ineluding me. my frignds, family
and neighbors, will bg nggatively impaeted by the unfair change proposed by the FOC,

s gou Know, UST is currgntly collgeted on & rgvenug basis. People who usg morg pay morg into the system. 1 the
FCC changes that gystem to a flat fze, that megans that someong who uses ong thousand minutes & month of fong
distence, pays thg samg amount into the fund as somgong who usgs zgro minutes of long distancg a month.
Conslitugnts who use their limited resourees wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

 flat feg tax eould causg many low-volumg tong distaneg users, likg studgnts, prepaid wirgless users, sgnior citizgns
and low-income residential and rural eonsumgers, to give up their phongs dug to unaffordablg monthly inereases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the UST from high volumg to low-voiumg users is radical and unngegssary. In
addition, it would have a highly detrimental gffect on small busingssgs all across dmerica.

The Reep UST Fair Coatition, of which | am & member, kegps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newslgtlers
and up to dateg information on their website, including links to FCC information. Whilg | am aware that federsal law does
not rgquire eompanigs to reeover, or "pass along” these fees 1o their customers, the reality is that thgy do. s a
consumer | would like gnsurg 1 am charged fairly. 1f the FOC dogs 10 a numbers taxed, my servieg will cost more. ¢ind
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FOC has plans to echange to a [lat fee systgm
soon and without lggislation,

1 will eontinug to monitor develepments on the issug and eontinug to spread the word to my community. [ request you
pass aleng my ecnegrns to the FCOC on my behalf, lgtling them know how a flat feg 1ax could disproportionaltely affect
thosg in your constitugney.

Thank you for your continugd work and [ look forward (o hearing about your position on this matter,

dincerely,

James Borehik

ce
The Pederal Commaunications Commission



RECEIVED & INSPECTED
JAN 9 @ 2006

Sammye Greer MM

583 Aberfeida DR. , Springfield, OH 45504

November 2, 2005 8:32 AM

Senator Mike DeWine

L1.8. Senate

144} Russell Senate Otfice Bulding
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator DeWine:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commuissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Scrvice Fund (TS collection method to a monthly flat fee,  Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is cwrrently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system.  1f the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citivens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones duc to unaflordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to fow-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.  'While I am aware that
lederal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer [ would like ensure 1 am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flal
[ee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issuc and continue to spread the word to my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behall, leting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
allect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and [ look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Sammye Greer

L& 4N
The Federal Communications Commission




Kargn Roussgau
30820 Stephen Cl. , Westland, Ml 481851740

Senalor Carl logvin

.8, denate

269 Ruseell dgnatg Office Building
Washingion, BC 20510-0001

Subjeet: Re: Fedgral-8tate Joint Board on Universal Sgrvieg CC Pockel 96-43

Dear Hgnator lgvin:

| havg sgrious concerns regarding the Tederal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position 10 chansgg the Universal
dervieg Fund (UST) collgction method to a monthly flat fee. Mang of your constitugnts, including meg, my frignds, family
and neighbors, will bg negatively impaeted by the unfair echange proposed by the FCC.

s you know, UST is currgntly eollgeted on a revenue basis. Pgopig who usg morg pay morg into the systegm. [ the
FCC changges that system to a flat fee, that means that someong who usgs ong thousand minutgs a month of long
distancg, pays the same amount into the fund as someong who uses zgro minutgs of long distanceg a month.
Constitugnts who use their limited resources wiggly should not be penalized for doing so.

7 flat fee tar eculd causg many low-volume long distance users, like studgnts, prepaid wirglgss users, sgnior cilizens
and low-inecome rgsidential and rural eongamers, to giveg up their phones dug to unaffordablg monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the UST from high volume to low-volume usgrs is radical and unngeessary. In
addition, it would have & highly detrimental gffeet on small busingszes all aeross dmerica.

The Keep UST Fair Coalition, of which | am & member, kegps mg informed about the UST issug with monthly newsletiers
and up to datg information on their website, including links to FCC injormation.  Whilg | am awarg that federal law dogs
not rgquirg companigs to regcover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. s a
consumer 1 would likeg gnsurg | am charged fairly. If the FOC gogs to a numbers texed, my servieg wilt cost morg. dnd
according (o the Coalition's reegnt meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat feg system
soon and without legislation.

1 will continug 1o monitor dgvglopments on the izsug and continug to spread the word 1o my ecommunily. { request gou
pass along my conegrns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat feg tax could disproporticnalgly affeet
thogg in your eonstitugney.

Thank gou for gour continugd work and 1 1ook forward to hearing about your position on this matler.

Sinegrely,

Raren Rousseau

Ce:
The Federal Communications Commission



RECEVED & INSPECTED
JAN 2 6 2005,

Jill Montes

e R, = -
616 Van Patten , Las Cruces, NM 88005-2109 - eﬁm

November 1, 2005 5:43 PM

Senator Jeff Bingaman

U.S. Senate

703 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Bingaman:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions® (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses cne thousand minutes a month
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America,

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which T am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the
FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. T
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could
disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and T look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Jill Montes

cc:
The Federal Communications Commission
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&gnalor Pienng Feinstgin

U.8. denale

331 tlart dgnatg Offiee Building
Washington, PC 20510-0001

Subject; Re: Federal-Staie Joint Board on Universal Serviee CC Pockel 96-45

Pear Sgnator Feinstein:

| havg serious eonegrns regarding the Federal Communications Commissiong (FCC) posilion 10 changg the Universal
Serviee Fund (UST) eollgetion method to & monthly flat feg. Mang of your eonstitugnts, including me, my frignds, family
and negighbors, will bg negalively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC,

s you know, UST is currently collgeted on a revenug basis. Peoplg who usg moreg pay morg into the system. [ the
FCC changes that system 1o a flat fee, that means that someong who dses ong thousand minulgs & month of long
distaneg, pays the same amount into the fund as somegong who usgs zero minutegs of long distancg a month.
Constitugnts who use their limited resouregs wisely should not be penatized for doing so.

€ flat fee tax eould causg many low-volume long distance usgrs, like studgnts, prepaid wirglgss users, senior citizens
and low-income rgsidential and rural econsumgrs, to give up their phongs dug to unaffordablg monthly inergases on
their bills. $hifting the funding burden of the UST from high volume to low-volumg users is radical and unneegasary, In
addition, it would have a highly detrimgntal gffect on small busingssgs all across Imeriea.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issug with monthly ngwslgtigrs
and up to date information on their wgbsitg, ineluding links to FCC information. Whilg | am aware that federal law does
not requirg companies to reecver, or "pass along” these fees 1o their cuslomers, the reality is that they do. Hs a
consumgr 1 would likg gnsurg [ am charged fairly. If the FCC goes 10 a numbers taxed, my servieg will cost morg. Ind
sceording to the Coalition's recent megtings with top FCC officials, the FCU has plans to changg (o a flat fee systiem
soon and without Iggislation.

I will eontinag to monitor dgvgiopments on the issug and continug to spread the word 1o my eommunity. | requgst you
pass along my conegrns to the FOC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tex could disproportionately affeat
those in your constitugney.

Thank you for gour continugd work and 1 look forward to hearing about your posilion on this matter.

dinegrely,

James Jefferis IV

[l
Thg Federal Communieations Commission
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Represeniative Bill Shuster

[1.8. House of Represcntatives

11038 Longworth House Office Bldg,
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Represcntative Shuster:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the Umiversal
Service Fund (LS collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
famuly and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the untair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is cusrently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more ito the system.  If the
FCC chianges that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zere minutes of long distance a month.
Congslituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consutmers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issuc with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including tinks to FCC information.  While T am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, ar "pass along" (hese [ees (o their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure T am charged fairly, If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans (o change to a flat
lee system soon and without legisiation.

[ will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continuc to spread the word to my community. I request
vou pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behall, letting them know how a llat fec tax could disproportionately
alfect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward 1o hearing about your position on this matter.

Sintcerely,

Robert Gouak

C:
The Yederal Communications Commission



